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Research Question: Does the application of 
SOF represent a moral improvement in the  
prevention of unnecessary loss of life prior to, 
during, and post-armed conflict scenarios? 
Further, does SOF represent an evolution, as 
well as, an ethical expansion in military 
capability bound by just war theory?
Research Design:
-Just War Theory and contemporary revisions of Jus ad 
Bellum and Jus in Bello are stringent standards to meet.
-Expansion of Just War Theory is required for Phase Zero 
Jus ad Conflictus and Jus in Conflictio
-SOF units routinely exceed this standard in areas where 
military forces have historically been unable to do so. 
-Ethical analysis and philosophical development of JWT, 
Revisionist JWT, and SOF applications.
-Expose common misconceptions about SOF employment 
that result from media over-exposure. 
- Define and describe SOF application’s inherent ability 
to meet JWT standards in irregular conflict to achieve 
national policy outcomes unlikely to be attained using 
other means.
SOCOM Benefits:
• Increase awareness in options other-than armed conflict.
• Provide a moral-lexicon for increased and effective SOF 
advocacy. 
• Highlight SOF’s inherent capability for limited-objective 
outcomes that bound the scope of violence.
• Provide an understanding of the heightened level of precision, 
focus, and oversight required for SOF operations and how they 
reduce the potential for collateral damage and other 
disadvantageous unintended results. 
• Define and describe the moral underpinnings of SOF 
application prior to (phase zero - one), during (two-four), and 
after (five-zero) armed conflict. For example, the morality of 
IW as a strategic option.
• Stimulate academic and observer discourse on the 
misconceptions attributed to SOF.
• Argue that SOF represents an ethical improvement of military 
capability bound by just war theory in an increasingly irregular 
environment. 
